Source: Author's elaboration with data from NAS (1995), Chapter 3. Source: Author's elaboration with data from NAS (1995), Chapter 3. Note on the methodology used in the identification of events
Appendix
The events analyzed in Chapter 4 were identified from press reports published between 1985 and 1992 in over twenty newspapers and periodicals in the Mexico City Metropolitan Area. The collection of press reports, which was actually continued until 1994, is deposited in the library of the Instituto Mexicano de Tecnología del Agua (IMTA) (formerly archive of the Subcoordinación de Participación Social), in Jiutepec, Morelos. I have kept a personal copy of a sample of the press reports, which I have used for quotations in several chapters, especially Chapter 4. The identification of the events was carried out by a team of social scientists coordinated by Dr. María Luisa Torregrosa Armentia, within the framework of the research programme Agua y Sociedad funded and organized jointly by the Facultad Latinoamericana de Ciencias Sociales (FLACSO) in Mexico City and IMTA. I had the opportunity to join the team while reading for my M.Phil. in Social Sciences at FLACSO (1990 FLACSO ( -1992 , and afterwards working as a research and teaching assistant at FLACSO and simultaneously as an external consultant for IMTA (1992) (1993) . During my M.Phil. work I prepared a second database of events over water for the cities of Tuxtla Gutiérrez and Ciudad Juárez for the period 1986-1991. The methodology used was the application of a code composed by over one hundred variables and their respective categories to survey the press reports in search for the relevant information. The data obtained in this way were processed with the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS).
8 Appendix a) Water resources should be allocated through the market; that is, private water rights should be created replacing any existing forms of collective or public rights and they should be freely tradable.
The absence of private property rights over water and the continued existence of public or collective water rights have been blamed for inefficiency in the allocation of water resources, overexploitation, and the situation of water stress affecting many regions, including the Basin of Mexico (Winpenny, 1994: 1) . For instance, Roth has argued that in the case of both urban and rural supplies, the absence of property rights in water precludes private sector intervention and increases the difficulties in allocating this scarce resource. Thus, the existence of externalities in water supply calls for mechanisms (such as the vesting of property rights) that would promote more -rather than less-private sector involvement. The possibilities of trading in water would encourage it to be conserved and moved to priority uses (Roth, 1988: 239-40 ).
In the words of Terence Lee, a pro-privatization water expert formerly at the UN Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean, in water sector reforms 'the most significant act of privatization may be the granting of property rights over water' (Lee, 1999: 93) . This argument became well established and legitimated by the Fourth Principle of the Dublin Declaration adopted at the UN Conference on Water and the Environment (January 1992), which stated that 'water has an economic value in all its competing uses and should be recognized as an economic good' (UN, 1992) . This principle could be interpreted in different ways, for example, accepting that water has an economic value does not exclude the fact that it also has many other values that have to be taken into account but that are incommensurable with the economic, such as ecological or intergenerational values. However, mainstream theorists tend to ignore this fact, as the following example suggests:
finally, in the Dublin statement […] the rhetoric of international meetings on water resources management recognized that water is essentially an economic good.
[…] This is not a very new proposal. Economists interested in water resources management have long argued the necessity to recognize that water is an economic good and not to treat water as having 'unique importance' but as one good among all others.
[…] If water is an economic good then it
